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Mr. John H. Davis 
20 S. 10 St., 

New York, N.Y. 10005 

Dear Mr. Davis, 

Amy phoned me after you and she spoke. We are both pleased that you are 
satisfied with her work. My only concern is that she might be tempted to let her 
school work suffer. Remembering how my own college work suffered from my working on 
a morning newspaper I've discussed this with her and she agrees that it would be a 
good idea for the Indian student who expressed an interest to come out with her 
next time so that she may be able to work with Amy when there may be too much or, 
if this continues after Amy graduates, take over. The Indian student also phoned me, 
earlier, and I discussed the above with her. She may, however, have a problem if my 
understanding is correct, that with her student visa she is not allowed to work for 
wages other than in kitchens. 

If my understanding about the 11/27/65 NO TT is correct, the worksheets say 
that I got it but I didn't and it is not cobssreferenced to any FBIHQ file. Perhaps 
this was the Savannah record. I've not kept separate copies of what we send you so 
until Amy is here I'm unsure. 

Prom Graf 1 in your No. 1 I erred and the answer to your question in graf 2, 
what rekindled Garrison's interest depends on whose story you believe. Garrison told 
me that in November 1966 he. was on a plane with one of the J-ongs, I seem to recall 
Senator, and their discusse^°got him interested. Dean Andrews, however, told me that 
Garrison's interest was weeks earlier. His story is that Garrison walked into Ms 
office and threw a copy of WMtewash , the first book, on Ms desk, and told himro 
read it. That, Dean said, is what got Garrison interested. 

The general-distribution edition of my first book was first available 5/7/66. 

The 51st The Wx Post had its major story on it and Ed Epstein's, on wMch it jumped the 
ielease date by a month. That was the "emorial Day weekend, just before 6/6, and off 
the top of my head I can't think of any specific development othenthan this that could 
have gotten any of the agencies interested again. Lane's book was months later. But 
I reca ll noth ing from my first book that could have resulted in thi3 specific Secret 
Service - Eazd interest. 

Tracing tMs in FBIHQ records cpuld present a big problem because the documents 
are hot in chronological order. They are serialized as they Beach general files and 
it is not uncommon^ for that to be as much as two months after receipt. 

As I believe I wrote you, I thought I got cross-references on the N.O. records 
but could not find them, "esar also believes I did. I spoke to him about tMs and he 
is going to ask the FBI. If I get them the search would not be so time-consuming. 

Your 2. 89-45 is the correct number for the Dallas JFK assassination file. I 
have no recollection of the 8/8/67 NO TT. When Any is here she can check Serial 7508. 
You are correct, by that date Garrison's "probe" was well known. First news story 
was about 2/14/67. 

You ask what could have promted FBIHQ to request a review of those files. 

First , general explanations. The first law was cover the Bureau' a ass 
(the second cover your own) and the FBI was keeping a close eye on (Jar ri son, in the 
field and at FBIHQ. Once Garrison's probe was public I think it intensified but I 
am certain that the FBI was aware of it in advance and started tMs close watch. 

In addition to its own sources it had a source inside u arrison ' 3 office. At least 
one. Lt. Comstock, for example, did a blak bag job on Dave Ferrie and he gave the 
yield to the FBI in NO. That caused a later flap when he needed that stuff back. 

In C.A. 78-0522, for the NO records, I did learn what the FBI denies, that it had a 
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special Garrison file outside the general files. I do not know what is in it hut I 
do know that the volume of records to and from "ew u rleans about Garrison was quite 
considerable. By this I mean those I got. 

I was not in-New Orleans between about June and November of 1967 and I never 
asked Garrison what he was into . I did follow him in the papers and from the end 
of that November on I was in New u r leans for some time. But I never believed there 
was any mafia connection with the JFK assassination, worked on trying to trace 
Oswdd's activities when 1 was there, so while the names' you list seem to relate to 
Marcello, I never had any special interest in them. Amy can see if we have this 
record and she can check the names through the Dallas index. Practise was for New 
Orleans to toute to FBIHQ via Dallas so the names should be there. 

We should have the three reports you ask about at the bottom of page 2. Nere 
also I should explain. What the FBI refers to as a report is actually a collection of 
them, usually mostly FD 302s, to which you make reference later. The~he are forms 
on which interview reports that might be circulated are typed. Gemberling was the 
case agent .DeBrueys, who spoke Spanish, was sent from New u r leans to help Gemberling. 
Ny hunch is that these are long collections of the 302s. It should be possible for 
Amy to locate them from the documents index. They were probably sent to the Commission 
by FBIHQ and. have CD numbers. 

Amy pught be able to get the Dallas response to N.O.'s request relating to 
La Blanc and Tregle through this index also. 

On page three, the Savannah teletype, I think this is the record we are supposed 
to have and do not. I think also that when Amy located the wrong one from its content 
and brevity I suggested that she send it on the off chance it might interest you. Amy 
will know. Because we do not have it I can ask Jim Cesar to ask the FBI either for 
it or for the cross reference that was not provided. I'm pretty sure Amy located the 
correct one in the cdbss references. 

You ask who on the Commission got the FBI's reports. That was determined by 
their content, as I recall. They all went to Rankin and were theeeafter distributed. 
The Commission's work was divided into six sections and in theory these reports went 
to the appropriate section. I do not remember them now. If Jim doesn't he probably 
has a record that reflects this. If he does not, Paul |Ioch, in California, probably 
does and can be asked. If I remember correctly, Albert Jenner and Wesley Liebeler 
were the Oswald section. 

Your reference to page 161 of Whitewash IV is to one of the earlier scandals. 

The FBI transcribed Oswald's notebook and omitted pages that could be embarrassing to 
the FBI, particularly because Hosty, the Oswald case agent, was there. The FBI's 
later explanation on the face can't be credited - that they did not need this infor- 
mation in their own investigation bec'~huse Hosty was one of them. They were investi- 
gating for the Commission. AJameg Patrick Hosty, Jr.) I know about Helen Gandy but 
1 1 ve no reason to believe ffi .o fmmlitc Oswald was hers . 

You ask about my second and third books. Because I am the publisher I have and 
enclose them. (Book stokes also get them from me.) The cost is SI 6. 90. There is also 
Post Moretm . If you want that, it is S1 1.40. Oswald In New Orleans , which * did not 
publislTBsarhas long been out of print. A friend got me some copies. Because they are 
so scare I generally do not let this be known. Orgginally 95d, a they are S25. When 
Pocket Books would not distribute anything on this subject, Parllax used the name 
"Canyon" in publishing it on the cheap. Didnd't even pick up the corrections and 
index and omitted the appendix. 

I asked Jim Lesar about a table converting CD numbers to FBI numbers. He also 
th-i nktt that his organization has such a table of years ago. I suggested that he ask 
the FBI for a copy. I believe that when he has time he will do this. 
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- You refer to the inner workings of the Warren Commission, as you probably 
noticed, they improperly classified their executives sessions TOP SECRET. Jim sued 
the archives for me twice and as a result I have xeroxes of all but one, a 3 I recall, 
that of 6/23/64 on Yuri Nosenko. No, on Norman hedlich, then next to Bankin and 
heavily redbaited by the radical right and inside the Qomnission by Pord. While I 
have no reason to believe that the subject matter would interest you, they provide a 
remarkable insight into the way the Commission thought and worked, a short and I 
think significant one is included in Post Mortem . Thaij&ne will tell you how terri- 
fied of the FBI the Commission was as early as Jan uar y 1964. 

I think it best not to ask any when she will get to this so I'll show her 
this letter when she is here. She has been trying to do too much and I don't want 
her education to suffer from her considerable debt. If she wants a copy she'll 
make it. I am sending Lesar a copy. 



Sincerply, A 




Harold Weisberg 




